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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This communication is responsive to an amendment filed 8/20/07. 

2. Claims 1-32 are pending in this application; and, claims 1, 12 and 23 are 
independent claims. Claims 1, 5, 12, 16, 23 and 27 have been amended. This action is 
made Final. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4, 6-9, 12, 13, 15, 17, 18-20, 23, 24, 26 and 28-31 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Teach Yourself Web Publishing with 
HTML 4 in a Week ("HTML") in view of Bates et al. ("Bates"), and further in view of 
Hartsman et al. ("Hartsman"). 

As per claim 1, although HTML teaches a method of operating a browser 
executing within a general-purpose computer system comprising detecting user activity 
within a main browser window of said browser, parsing the detected activity to 
determine a target of said detected activity to activate a secondary browser window and 
display content associated with the target in the secondary browser window (pages 94 
and 356; following the detected user clicking of a hyperlink, detecting a tag for activating 
a secondary browser window and displaying content associated with the target in the 
secondary browser window via parsing), HTML does not explicitly disclose comparing 
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the target to determine whether the target is in a list of pre-selected targets to displaying 
content associated with the target in the browser window. Bates teaches comparing the 
target to determine whether the target is in a list of pre-selected targets to displaying 
content associated with the target in the browser window (paragraphs [0129]-[0131]). It 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to incorporate the 
method of Bates with the method of HTML given that it may be desirable to view only 
sanctioned sites. HTML and Bates still do not explicitly disclose providing supplemental 
content that differs from ordinary content specified by the target, i.e. a response and 
information is supplied. Hartman teaches providing supplemental content that differs 
from ordinary content specified by the target (paragraph [0015]). It would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to incorporate the method of Hartman 
with the method of HTML and Bates in order to provide users with associated 
information that may be of interest to users. 

As per claim 2, the modified HTML teaches a method of operating a browser 
executing within a general-purpose computer system comprising a second detecting 
wherein the second detecting is of a second user activity within the secondary browser 
window and responsive to the second detecting, transferring a locator associated with 
the second user activity to the primary browser window, whereby content associated 
with the second user activity is displayed in the primary browser window (HTML: pages 
338 and 356; i.e. by using the TARGET attribute specifying the name of the primary 
browser window in order to display content associated with the second user activity in 
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the primary browser window wherein a second detection is made upon user's selection 
of another link). 

As per claim 4, the modified HTML teaches a method of operating a browser 
executing within a general-purpose computer system wherein the detecting further 
detects an active locator of the primary browser window and wherein the parsing 
determines the target from the user activity and the active locator (HTML: pages 338 
and 356; in order to display a URL content in the specified window, the HTML code is 
parsed whereby the target/specified window where content is to be displayed and the 
activated universal resource locaterare detected). 

As per claim 6, the modified HTML teaches a method of operating a browser 
executing within a general-purpose computer system wherein the target is a link 
containing a next locator for the primary browser window, and further comprising 
blocking the primary browser window from activating the next locator in response to a 
result of the comparing (Bates: paragraph [0131]). 

As per claim 7, the modified HTML teaches a method of operating a browser 
executing within a general-purpose computer system wherein the target is a link 
containing a next locator for the primary browser window, and wherein the displaying 
displays content associated with the next locator (HTML: pages 338 and 356; Bates: fig. 
23; content is displayed for each locator). 

As per claims 8 and 9, the modified HTML teaches a method of operating a 
browser executing within a general-purpose computer system comprising transmitting a 
result of the comparing to a server and pushing content from the server in response to 
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reception of said result of the comparing wherein the displaying displays the pushed 
content and transmitting a result of the parsing to a server and pushing content from the 
server in response to reception of said result of the parsing wherein the displaying 
displays the pushed content (HTML: pages 338 and 356; Bates: fig. 23; paragraph 
[0080]; i.e. described are standard Web browser interactions with a remote Web 
server). 

Claims 12 and 23 individually are similar in scope to claim 1 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 13 and 24 individually are similar in scope to claim 2 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 15 and 26 individually are similar in scope to claim 4 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 17 and 28 individually are similar in scope to claim 6 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 18 and 29 individually are similar in scope to claim 7 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 19 and 20, in combination, are similar to the combination of claims 8 and 
9 and are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 30 and 31, in combination, are similar to the combination of claims 8 and 
9 and are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

5. Claims 3, 14 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Teach Yourself Web Publishing with HTML 4 in a Week ("HTML") in view of Bates 
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et al. ("Bates") and Hartsman et al. ("Hartsman") as applied to claims 2, 13 and 24, and 
further in view of Best et al. ("Best"). 

As per claim 3, although the modified HTML teaches a method of operating a 
browser executing within a general-purpose computer system comprising in response to 
detecting a second user activity corresponding to a second target for which all 
responsive content is targeted for display in the primary browser window (HTML: pages 
338 and 356; i.e. by using the TARGET attribute specifying the name of the primary 
browser window in order to display content associated with the second user activity in 
the primary browser window) and hiding the secondary browser window in response to 
having detected a user activity (HTML: figs. 12.1 and 12.15; Bates: fig. 23; via selection 
of close "X" icon located in upper right hand corner of each frame/window), the modified 
HTML does not explicitly disclose hiding a window in response to having detected a 
user activity corresponding to a target for which all responsive content is targeted for 
display in a browser window. Best teaches hiding a window in response to having 
detected a user activity corresponding to a target for which all responsive content is 
targeted for display in a browser window (paragraphs [0033]-[0034]; upon selection of 
URL 405 in window 431, window 431 closes and all responsive content is displayed in a 
browser as indicated in block 531). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the method of Best with the fnethod of the modified 
HTML in order to emphasize the area of focus and provide a less cluttered viewing 
area. 
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Claims 14 and 25 individually are similar in scope to claim 3 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

6. Claims 5, 16 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Teach Yourself Web Publishing with HTML 4 in a Week ("HTML") in view of Bates 
et al. ("Bates") and Hartsman et al. ("Hartsman") as applied to claims 4, 15 and 26, and 
further in view of Vance, Jr. et al. ("Vance"). 

As per claim 5, although the modified HTML teaches a method of operating a 
browser executing within a general-purpose computer system wherein the active locator 
is a universal resource locator, the user activity comprises selection of the URL wherein 
the target is the content associated with the URL and wherein the displaying displays 
supplemental content associated with the URL (HTML: figs. 12.1 and 12.15; pages 338 
and 356; Bates: fig. 23), the modified HTML does not explicitly disclose the locater to be 
a search engine, a user activity comprising entry of a search engine key wherein the 
user activity is parsed to determine a target of the detected activity wherein the target is 
a search engine result of the search engine for the search engine key whereby content 
associated with the search engine key is displayed. Vance teaches a locater to be a 
search engine, a user activity comprising entry of a search engine key wherein the user 
activity is parsed to determine a target of the detected activity wherein the target is a 
search engine result of the search engine for the search engine key whereby content 
associated with the search engine key is displayed (col. 2, lines 53-56; col. 3, lines 42- 
47; the locator is a search engine key/search key entered in a search engine or search 
field wherein user activity is parsed to determine a target or search result for the search 
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engine key for display of content associated with the search key). It would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to incorporate the method of Vance 
with the method of the modified HTML in order to find a particular topic of interest 
among the vast resources available over the Internet and save time. 

Claims 16 and 27 individually are similar in scope to claim 5 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

7. Claims 10, 11, 21, 22 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Teach Yourself Web Publishing with HTML 4 in a Week ("HTML") in 
view of Bates et al. ("Bates") and Hartsman et al. ("Hartsman"), and further in view of 
Ryan et al. ("Ryan"). 

As per claim 10, although the modified HTML teaches a method of operating a 
browser executing within a general-purpose computer system comprising a second 
detecting wherein the second detecting is of a second user activity within the secondary 
browser window and responsive to the second detecting, transferring a locator 
associated with the second user activity to the primary browser window and wherein the 
displaying displays content associated with the target in the secondary browser window 
(HTML: pages 338 and 356; i.e. a second detection is made upon user's 
activity/selection of another link and using the TARGET attribute specifies the name of 
the browser window wherein content associated with the second user selection is to be 
displayed), the modified HTML does not explicitly disclose a second detecting wherein 
the second detecting is of a geographical location associated with a user of the general- 
purpose computer system and wherein the displaying displays content filtered by the 
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geographical location. Ryan teaches a second detecting wherein the second detecting 
is of a geographical location associated with a user of the general-purpose computer 
system (fig. 12(A); paragraph [0097]; users are prompted to enter a zip code or city), 
and wherein the displaying displays content associated with the target and filtered by 
the geographical location in a secondary window (figs. 12(A-B); paragraphs [0108], 
[0072] and [0096]). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the method of Ryan with the method of the modified HTML in order to 
provide information that is of a geographical division of interest to the user. 

As per claim 11, the modified HTML teaches a method of operating a browser 
executing within a general-purpose computer system comprising transmitting a result of 
the parsing to a server along with an indication of the geographical location, selecting 
content in conformity with the geographical location and the result of the parsing, and 
pushing the selected content from the server, whereby the displaying displays the 
pushed content selected in conformity with the geographical location (Ryan: paragraph 
[0133]). 

Claims 21 and 32 individually are similar in scope to claim 10 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 22 is similar in scope to claim 1 1 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 1 2 and 23 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection except for the following: 
Applicant argued: 

HTML does not disclose the comparing of the target to the list, and Bates does 
not disclose activating a secondary browser window in response to determining that the 
target is a sanctioned website. 

The Office disagrees for the following reasons: 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). HTML teaches parsing the detected activity to determine a target of said 
detected activity to activate a secondary browser window and display content 
associated with the target in the secondary browser window (pages 94 and 356; 
following the detected user clicking of a hyperlink, detecting a tag for activating a 
secondary browser window and displaying content associated with the target in the 
secondary browser window via parsing). The teaching extracted from Bates is for the 
feature of comparing the target to determine whether the target is in a list of pre- 
selected targets to displaying content associated with the target in the browser window 
(paragraphs [0129]-[0131]) 
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Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 
706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Inquires 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Le Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4068. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00 am to 
3:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached at (571) 272-4063. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). /ft 
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